


 



 
Applicant will be submitting payment of additional fees in conjunction with the submittal of 
these DART responses, and will be attending to the other items addressed in Item V.C, above.  
 

 

Please note that, consistent with the Articles of Association, the Application is updated to 
change the name of the Agent for Service of Process with the following: Ihab Ghannam, 2609 
De La Vina Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93105. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 
 

1. Articles of Association (Dated April 5, 2016) 
2. Operations Plan (Revised July 25, 2016) 
3. Security Plan (Revised July 25, 2016) 
4. Posted Notices  

 Bylaws (Revised July 25, 2016



ATTACHMENT 1 
ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 

(DATED APRIL 5, 2016) 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
OPERATIONS PLAN 

(REVISED JULY 25, 2016)
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Chair Campanella reopened the public comment at 2:48 P.M. 

Zahur Lalji, Camarillo resident, asked that complete and incomplete applications be treated 

fairly when reviewed.  The parking situation is going to be an issue for all applicants. 

With no one else wishing to speak, the public hearing was closed at 2:49 P.M. 

Susan Reardon expressed her concern over parking.  It is not so much that there are residential 

uses around the commercial area, but she is concerned with the distance, the location in the 

rear, the path of travel, and lack of specificity related to addressing crime and loitering 

problems.  She would take into consideration in a future application what elements the 

applicant has added to address these concerns. 

MOTION:  Schwartz/Pujo(02:23) Assigned Resolution No.  001-16 

Deny the appeal, without prejudice, and have the application return to Staff for an amended 

application, without guarantee of a future approval. 

This motion carried by the following vote: 

Ayes:  4    Noes:  (Lodge, Jordan, Higgins)    Abstain:  0    Absent:  0 

Three Commissioners did not support the provision in the motion for the application to 

continue in the process, and voted “No”.   

Commissioner Higgins stated it is not fair to comment on an application that was insufficient 

at the time it went to the Staff Hearing Officer hearing without the benefit of supplemental 

materials.  He would not want to give a false sense of support that the Commission would 

approve this if it were to return. 

Commissioner Jordan stated that even though this site is allowed in the Ordinance, it has too 

many challenges with the parking lot in the back and client entrance in the front. 

Commissioner Lodge stated that the path that patients would have to take for parking is not 

approvable. 

Chair Campanella announced the ten calendar day appeal period. 




